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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
■ Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 01 August 2002 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 

3) Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) M Claim(s) 7-76 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) H3 Claim(s) 1^16 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 13 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)13 The drawing(s) filed on 04 January 2002 is/are: a)D accepted or b)M objected to by the Examiner. 
Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

12) !S] Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)K!AII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. M Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application) 

since a specific reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 
37 CFR 1.78. 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 since a specific 

reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 37 CFR 1 .78. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Drawings 

1 . In a telephone conversation on 12-15-03 with Mr. Stephen Adrian, applicants' 
representative, a letter received on 8-1-02 from the applicants indicating there should be 40 
pages of drawings has been discussed. There are currently only 35 actual drawing sheets on file 
and 4 pages of "legend" (i.e. reference numbers and their corresponding structure) information, 
totaling 39 numbers in all. Mr. Adrian informed the examiner that there are 35 actual drawing 
pages and not 39 as indicated in the Bibliographic Sheet (attached herewith) information nor 40, 
as indicated in the letter sent on 8-1-02, and 5 sheets of legend information indicating reference 
numbers and their corresponding structure shown in the drawing figures. 

2. The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the germicidal ceramic and a sintered 
magnetic body being installed in the flow path from the flow path switching valve to the delivery 
switching valve, as in claim 14 must be shown or the feature should canceled from the claim. No 
new matter should be entered. 

A proposed drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office 
action to avoid abandonment of the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held 
in abeyance. 
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Specification 

3. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). Correction of the 
following is required: the claimed limitation "the germicidal ceramic and a sintered magnetic 
body being installed in the flow path from the flow path switching valve to the delivery 
switching valve" as in claim 14, lacks support in the original specification. Furthermore, there is 
no support found for the claimed limitation " a germicidal ceramic being installed in the flow 
path from the flow path switching valve to the delivery flow switching valve", also in claim 4. 
There is only support for a sintered magnetic body being installed in the flow path from the flow 
path switching valve to the delivery switching valve, as in originally filed figures 6 & 9 - 1 1. 

Priority 

4. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

5. Should applicant desire to obtain the benefit of foreign priority under 35 

U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d) prior to declaration of an interference, a translation of the foreign application 
J? 1 1/3 91075 filed on 7-5-99, should be submitted under 37 CFR 1 .55 in reply to this action: 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form 
the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

7. Claims 1 -2, 5 - 6, 10 and 15 - 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Burchard et al. (US 5,858,215). 

8. Concerning claim 1, Burchard et al. disclose a filter assembly capable of use as a 
shower head (10) with a water purification cartridge (360) comprising: 

• a holding part (10, 20) formed to have a connection terminal with other parts, and 

• a head part (140) having a shower delivery port (spray port, 484, as in figs. 7 & 39 - 
42) integrally formed at the tip of the holding part (10, 20), wherein 

■ in the holding part, a water quality purification cartridge (360) is incorporated, 
and there are formed a water purification flow path (defined by conduits 30 through 384 through ' 
cartridge 360 aad into central portion (392) of the cartridge) which penetrates the water 
purification -cartridge to form a delivery flow path (from 392 to 380) towards the head part (140),- 
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and a raw water flow path (from 390 to 368) constituting a flow path placed side by side with the 
purification cartridge, the raw water flow path forming an inlet side flow path of the water 
purification flow path on the upstream side and a delivery flow path (via tube 368) towards the 
head part on the downstream side without penetrating the water purification cartridge /this has 
been broadly defined by the examiner as the flow of water which does not have to pass through 
the purifying material of the cartridge), and 

» in the head part, the following are incorporated: (the term "incorporated" has 
been defined by the examiner to convey the same meaning that "comprises" does) 

■ a flow path switching valve (510, 512, 520) switching between a 
delivery flow path from the water purification flow path and a delivery flow path 
from the raw water flow path, 

■ a straight delivery port (stream port, 482, 496) provided side by side at 
a place where the shower delivery port (484, 494) is formed on the downstream 
side of the flow path switching valve, and 

■ a delivery flow switching valve (480, 204, 206, 462-472) switching a 
delivery flow from the straight delivery port (496) and a delivery flow path from 
the shower delivery port (494), and 

■ the flow path switching valve and the delivery flow switching valve 
being formed so as to be controlled from outside the head part independently of 
each other, as in figs. 1 - 7, 39 -42 & 60 - 62 and cols. 1 - 10. . 
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9. Regarding claim 2, Burchard et al. have disclosed the limitations of claim 1 above. 
Burchard et al. also disclose the water purification flow path and the raw water flow path formed 
by incorporation of the water quality purification cartridge (360, 362) are formed such that a 
flow path (defined by chamber 384) on the outer periphery of the cartridge is formed as a part of 
the raw water flow path, and a flow path from the outer peripheral flow path (384) to a central 
space (392) formed in the central part of the cartridge (360) via a water purification material 
(362) provided in the cartridge is formed as a part of the water purification flow path, as in fig. 
62 and in col. 6, lines 31-65. 

10. With respect to claim 5, Burchard et al. have disclosed the limitations of claim 1 
above. Burchard et al. also disclose the flow path switching valve being arranged on the 
upstream side of a collection section of the water purification flow path and the raw water flow 
path being provided downstream of the flow path switching valve. 

1 1. With regards to claim 6, Burchard et al. have disclosed the limitations of claim 1 ■ 
above. Burchard et al. also disclose an operating part of the flow path switching valve being 
incorporated in the head part and an operation end (button, 520,208) of the operating part being 
made to protrude outwards of the head part (140), as in figs. 4 - 5. 

12. Concerning claim 10, Burchard et al. have disclosed the limitations of claim 1 above. 
Burchard et al. further disclose the delivery flow switching valve being formed comprising' an 
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operating part (via buttons 204 & 206) formed so as to be able to switch the flow path from 
outside of the head part (140), as in figs. 5 & 1 - 3. 

13. Regarding claim 15, Burchard et al. have disclosed the limitations of claim 1 above. 
Burchard et al. also disclose a hose (19) being connected to a faucet (14) being connected to the 
connection terminal with said other parts, as in figs. 1-2. 

14. With regards to claim 16, Burchard et al. have disclosed the limitations of claim 1 
above. Burchard et al. further disclose a delivery port (19, 18) of a faucet (14) being directly 
connected to the connection terminal with the other parts, as in figs. 1-2. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

15. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

With regards to the following rejection, applicant may overcome the applied art 
(specifically, US 2002/0152549 to Kanaya et al.) either by a showing under 37 CFR 1,132 that; 
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the invention disclosed therein was derived from the invention of this application, and is 
therefore, not the invention n by another," or by antedating the applied art under 37 CFR 1.131. 

Applicant cannot rely upon the foreign priority papers to overcome this rejection because 
a translation of said papers has not been made of record in accordance with 37 CFR 1 .55. See 
MPEP§ 201.15. 

16. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Burchard et al. 
(215) in view of Kanaya et al. (US 2002/01 52549 Al) or WO 01/56445. 

1 7. With respect to claim 3, Burchard et al. have disclosed the limitations of claim 1 
above. Burchard et al. has also disclosed the water purification cartridge being formed such that 
a central space (defined by the tube 368) of the cartridge is formed as part of the raw water- flow 
path. Burchard et al. fail to disclose a flow path from the central space to an outer peripheral 
flow path via the water purification material in the cartridge is formed as part of the water 
purification flow path. 

1 8. Kanaya et al. teach a similar shower head to that of Burchard et al., the shower head • 
of Kanaya et al. including a holding part (3) and a head part (2), wherein in the holding part, a 
water purification cartridge (5, 6) is incorporated and a water purification flow path penetrating 
the purification cartridge and a raw water flow path in a central space of the cartridge (5) are also 
formed, and a flow path from the central space to an outer peripheral flow path via the water • 
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purification material in the cartridge is formed as part of the water purification flow path, as in 
fig. 1 and in pages 3-5 of US 2002/0152549. 

It is considered obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the device/shower head of Burchard et al, by adding the embodiment taught by Kanaya 
et al., in order to provide an alternative design for the flow arrangement of the fluid to be filtered 
through the holding part of the shower head, at the same time provide a shower head which has 
less water permeable resistance compared to conventional design (such as the one taught by 
Burchard et al), thereby ensuring continuous flow of filtered fluid through the shower head 
during filtration mode, as in page 5, paragraph 65 of Kanaya et al. (Note that US 2002/0152549 
is being considered English-equivalent of WO 01/56445). 

19. Claims 4 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S. C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Burchard et al. (215) in view of Corder (US 4,1 07,046). 

20. Concerning claim 4, Burchard et al. have disclosed the limitations of claim 1 above. 
Burchard et al. fail to disclose the flow path switching valve being provided with a water - - 
purification cut-off valve and a raw water cut-off valve separately. 

21 . Corder teaches a similar shower head to that of Burchard et al., the shower head of 
Corder including a head part (22, 38) and a holding part (20, 40), and further including a flow 
3vv;:c;iing valve (34, 36) in the head part (22, 38) which switches between a delivery flow from a 
water purification flow path and a delivery flow from a raw water flow path and the flow path 
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switching valve being prov ided with a water purification cut-off valve and a raw water cut-off 
valve separately, as in figs. 1 - 3 and in cols. 3-5. 

It is considered obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the flow switching valve of the shower head of Burchard et al., by adding the 
embodiment taught by Corder, in order to provide an alternative design and effective shower 
head which allows separate control valves for purified and unpurified water through the shower 
head, thereby allowing ready dispensing of purified water at any time without fear of . dispensing 
unfiitered water by mistake. The design taught by Corder also allows for simple, inexpensive 
way of delivering purified water, without use extra or more complex faucet/spigot design such as. 
the one taught by Burchard et al 

22. With respect to claim 7, the limitation in this claim, namely, "the operation end of 
said operating part" lacks proper antecedent basis. Burchard et al. have disclosed the limitations 
of claim \ above. Burchard et al. fail to disclose the flow path switching valve being formed; as 
an alternating switching cut-off valve having a water purification cut-off valve and a raw water 
cut-off valve arranged side by side such that a push button is formed as an operation end of an 
op^iilg part and the flow path being alternately cut off by the push button. - -. :v, v- ■ • 

?3. Corder further teaches the flow path switching valve (34, 36) being formed as ari ; 
aifc*jfr;?£:t3 switching cut-off valve having a water purification cut-off valve and a raw water •cut- <. 
oS'vaiv*. arrayed side by side such that a push button (44, 42) is formed as an operation end of 
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an operating part and the flow path being alternately cut off by the push button, as in figs. 1-3. 
The same motivation provided above in claim 4 is applied here. 

24. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Burchard et 
al. in view of Corder (046) and Magnenat et al. (US 5,158,234) 

25. With regards to claim 8, Burchard et al. have disclosed the limitations of claim 1 
above. Burchard et al. fail to disclose the flow path switching valve being formed as an 
alternating switching cut-off valve having a water purification cut-off valve and a raw water cut- 
off valve arranged side by side such that a control lever is formed as an operation end of an 
operating part and the flow path being alternately cut off by the control lever. ; • 

26. Corder teaches a similar shower head to that of Burchard et al., the shower head of ' 
Corder including a head part (22, 38) and a holding part (20, 40), and further including a flow S 
switching valve (34, 36) in the head part (22, 38) which switches between a delivery flow from a' ■ 
water pmifk ttion flow path and a delivery flow from a raw water flow path and the flow path : ; 
switching valve being formed as an alternating switching cut-off valve (34, 36) having a water . . ■ 
puriikai&a oainoff valve and a raw water cut-off valve arranged side by side such that a control. - 
means, ir. $i* :■ form of a push button, is formed as an operation end of an operating part and the . -S 
flow path being alternately cut off by the control means/push button, as in figs. 1 - 3 and in cols: • 
3-5. 
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It is considered obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the flow switching valve of the shower head of Burchard et al, by adding the 
embodiment taught by Corder, in order to provide an alternative design and effective shower 
head which allows separate control valves for purified and unpurified water through the shower 
head, thereby allowing ready dispensing of purified water at any time without fear of dispensing 
unfiltered water by mistake. The design taught by Corder also allows for simple, inexpensive 
way of delivering purified water, without use extra or more complex faucet/spigot design such as 
the one taught by Burchard et al. 

27. Burchard et al. as modifi ed by Corder, fail to teach the control means of the flow 
switching valve being a control lever. 

28. MagnenatetaL teach a shower head similar to that of Burchard et al., the shower ' 
head of Magnenat et al. including a flow switching valve (28, 29) being formed as an alternating 
switching cut off valve operated by a control lever (35, 28), as in figs. 1 - 10 and cols. 1 , 4. 

It is considered obvious to oneof ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to . ■ 
modify &e device/shower head, particularly me flow switching valve, of Burchard et al:, ; as: >\ . . ■ 
«\<>riifi?,a >/ Corder, by adding the embodiment taught by Magnenat et al., in order to' pro vide- an 
design for the flow switching valve which is easy to use, simple and does -not cost 

v ^ ;n'inufacture compared to those more complex design of switching valves (Kke 'throne- ~ 

t ;. . :k: : ;-y Buchard et al,- and Corder, which are push button-operated), as in col. 4, lines 3 1- - 59 • 

:l o: i i, Unes 37-51. Push-button operated devices tend to damage more easily than those 
wi£j l*y-:w after several uses due to uneven and sometimes forceful pushes on the buttons. • - . 
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29. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Burchard et al. 
in view of Nguyen et al. (US 6,179,130 Bl). 

30. Regarding claim 9, Burchard et al. have disclosed the limitations of claim 1 above. 
Burchard et al. fail to disclose the water purification cut-off valve and raw water cutoff valve of 
the alternating switching cut off valve comprising a spherical valving element. 

31. Nguyen et al. teach a similar shower head to that of Burchard et al., the shower head 
of Nguyen et al. including a head part (46, 60) and a holding part (46, 56) and a flow switching 
valve (210) which is formed as an alternating switching cut off valve comprising a spherical 
valving element, as in figs. 1 - 5 and cols. 4 - 14. 

It is considered obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the shower head of Burchard et al., particularly the flow switching valve thereof, in lieu 
of the embodiment taught by Nguyen et al., in order to provide an alternative and improved 
design for the switching valve, which allows easy manipulation of the shower head for ready 
dispensing of filtered or unfiltered water and at the same time, provide fast selection of type of 
fluid to be dispensed by the shower head, as in cols. 1 - 2 of Nguyen et al. 

32. Claims 11-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Burchard et al. (215) in view of Magnenat et al. (US 5,158,234). 
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33. With respect to claim 1 1, the limitation in this claim, namely, "said operating part" in 
the last two lines, lacks proper antecedent basis. Burchard et al. have disclosed the limitations of 
claim 1 above. Burchard et al. fail to disclose the delivery flow switching valve being formed as 
a cut off valve operated by a lever and comprising a control lever operated from outside of the 
head part, as an operating part thereof. 

34. Magnenat et al. teach a shower head similar to that of Burchard et al., the shower 
head of Magnenat et al. including a delivery flow switching valve (28, 29) being formed as a cut 
off valve operated by a lever (35, 28) and comprising a control lever (35) operated from outside 
of the head part, as an operating part thereof, as in figs. 1 - 10 and cols. 1 - 4. 

It is considered obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the device/shower head, particularly the delivery flow switching valve, of Burchard et 
al., by adding the embodiment taught by Magnenat et al, in order to provide an improved and 
alternative design for the delivery flow switching valve which is easy to use, simple and does not 
cost much to manufacture compared to those more complex design of switching valves (like the 
one taught by Burchard et al. which is a push button-operated), as in col. 4, lines 3 1 - 59 and col. 
1, lines 37-51. 

35. Concerning claim 12, Burchard et al. have disclosed the limitations of claim 1 above. 
Burchard et al. fail to disclose the delivery flow switching valve being formed comprising a 
rotary operating part which operates the delivery port from outside of the head part. 
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36. Magnenat et al. teach a shower head similar to that of Burchard et al., the shower 
head of Magnenat et al. including a delivery flow switching valve (28, 29) being formed to 
comprise a rotary operating part (28, 35) which operates the delivery port (i.e. by selecting a port 
to dispense either a water stream/spray) from outside of the head part, as in figs. 1-10. 

It is considered obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the device/shower head, particularly the delivery flow switching valve, of Burchard et 
al, by adding the embodiment taught by Magnenat et al., in order to provide an improved and 
alternative design for the delivery flow switching valve which is easy to use, simple and does not 
cost much to manufacture compared to those more complex design of switching valves (like the 
one taught by Burchard et al. which is a push button-operated), as in col. 4, lines 3 1 - 59 and col. 
1, lines 37 -51. 

37. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Burchard et 
al. (215) in view of Gonzalez (US 5,252,206). 

38. With regards to claim 13, a broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or 
limitation that falls within the broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered 
indefinite, since the resulting claim does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent 
protection desired. Note the explanation given by the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences 
inEx parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1989), as to where broad 
language is followed by "such as" and then narrow language. The Board stated that this can 
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render a claim indefinite by raising a question or doubt as to whether the feature introduced by 
such language is (a) merely exemplary of the remainder of the claim, and therefore not required, 
or (b) a required feature of the claims. Note also, for example, the decisions of Ex parte 
Steigewald, 131 USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); mdEx 
parte Hasche, 86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present instance, claim 13 recites the broad 
recitation "a germicidal ceramic and a sintered magnetic body being installed in the flow path 
from the water purification material to the delivery flow switching valve", and the same claim 
also recites "a germicidal ceramic or a sintered magnetic body being installed in the flow path 
from the water purification material to the delivery flow switching valve" which is the narrower 
statement of the range/limitation. 

39. Regarding claim 13, Burchard et al. have disclosed the limitations of claim 1 above. 
Burchard et al. fail to disclose a germicidal ceramic and/or a sintered magnetic body being 
installed in the flow path from the water purification material to the delivery flow switching 
valve (claim 13). 

40. Gonzalez teaches a filtration cartridge capable of use in the shower head of Burchard 
et al., the filtration cartridge of Gonzalez further including a germicidal ceramic being installed 
in the flow path from a water purification material (25) of the cartridge towards a delivery port or 
a delivery flow switching valve (as in the case when placed in the shower head of Burchard et 
al), as in figs. 1 - 2 and cols. 1 - 3. 
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It is considered obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the shower head of Burchard et al, in particular the filtration cartridge thereof, by 
substituting the cartridge of Burchard et al. in lieu of the filtration cartridge taught by Gonzalez, 
in order to provide an improved and alternative filtration cartridge for the shower head of 
Burchard et al, which not only provides a clean fluid/water by removing unwanted particulates 
or chemicals/odors removed by the water purification material, but also provides a cleaner and 
safer water/fluid which removes bacteria and harmful microorganisms with one single cartridge. 

35 U.S.C. 112 Rejection and Allowable Subject Matter 

41 . Claim 14 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection under 35 
U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to include all of the limitations 
of the base claim and any intervening claims. With regards to claim 14, a broad range or 
limitation together with a narrow range or limitation that falls within the broad range or 
limitation (in the same claim) is considered indefinite, since the resulting claim does not clearly 
set forth the metes and bounds of the patent protection desired. Note the explanation given by 
the Board of Patent Appeals and Interferences in Ex parte JVu, 1 0 USPQ2d 203 1 , 2033 (Bd. Pat. 
App. & Inter. 1989), as to where broad language is followed by "such as" and then narrow 
language. The Board stated that this can render a claim indefinite by raising a question or doubt 
as to whether the feature introduced by such language is (a) merely exemplary of the remainder 
of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required feature of the claims. Note also, for 
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example, the decisions of Ex parte Steigewald, 131 USPQ 74 (Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 
USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Ex parte Hasche, 86 USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present 
instance, claim 14 recites the broad recitation "a germicidal ceramic and a sintered magnetic 
body being installed in the flow path from the flow path switching valve to the delivery flow 
switching valve", and the same claim also recites "a germicidal ceramic or a sintered magnetic 
body being installed in the flow path from the flow path switching valve to the delivery flow 
switching valve" which is the narrower statement of the range/limitation. 

42. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject matter: 
none of the prior art applied and searched, has disclosed or rendered obvious a shower head 
having all the combination of limitations recited in claims 1 and 4 or 5, and 14 further including 
the limitation of a germicidal ceramic and/or a sintered magnetic body being installed in the flow 
path from the flow path switching valve to the delivery flow switching valve. 

Conclusion 

43. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. US Patents 6,368,503 (Williamson et al.) & 6,093,313 (Bovaird et al.) and JP 2001- 
137143 (Takagi), 
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44. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marianne S. Ocampo whose telephone number is (571) 272- 

1 144. The examiner can normally be reached on Mondays to Fridays from 8:30 A.M. to 4:30 
P.M.. 

45. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wanda Walker can be reached on (571) 272-1 151. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

46. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0661. 
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